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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 


1. M The amendment filed on 12 October 2007 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) □ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1 .313(c)(1) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) H disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

The amendment document is considered non-compliant because it has failed to meet the requirments of 37 CFR 1. 121. In 
order for the amendment document to be compliant, correction of the following item is required. 

The amendments to the specification do not comply with 37 CFR 1.121(b)(1)(H). Applicant has failed to provide the full 
text of the replacement paragraphs with markings to show all the changes relative to the previous version of the paragraph. 
Instead the amendment appears to propose to change only a single sentence within each multi-sentence paragraph, leaving 
out entirely the remaining sentences in the paragraph. The replacement paragraph must account for the entire text of the 
previous verstion of the paragraph and the proposed replacement paragraphs fail to do so. Additionally, the underlined 
subject matter in each replacement paragraph is also placed within double brackets and therefore fails to comply with 37 
CFR 1.121(b)(1)(H) because such editing indicates that the underlined subject matter existed in the previous version of the 
paragraph and is now being deleted while simultaneously indicating that the underlined subject matter is being added to the 
previous version of the paragraph. 
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